door, scientific, and youth organizations have recognized the importance of interpretive methods as means of achieving their particular objectives. Even before official initiation of interpretive programs by the National Park Service, similar activities were being developed by individuals associated with universities and related institutions.
Although the National Park Service did not invent interpretation, that organization was largely responsible for the broad public recognition of its values in developing understanding and appreciation of nature and history. National Park Service efforts were obviously favored by the dramatic and inspirational attractions so typical of the vast park system. The National Park Service effectively modified formal educational processes to arouse the latent interests and desires of park visitors, and, as a result of ever-increasing numbers of such visitors over the years, interpretation has become practically a household word.
INTERPRETATION AND THE NATIONAL PARK CONCEPT
Interpretation has been basic to the national park concept since its inception. This is implied in very early statements on the need of individuals experienced in presenting facts-both interesting and understandable to laymen-underlying the diverse geological, biological, archeological, and historical interests in parks and reserves.
The first published reference to the desirability of establishing national parks appeared in 1833 when the New York Daily Commercial Advertiser published a series of letters by artist-explorer George Catlin, who had visited the Indian country of the Upper Missouri in 1832. In one of these letters Catlin urged the establishment of a "nation's Ss~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ " f t t 6-i i JP
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Park, containing man and beast, in all the wild and freshness of their nature's beauty."1 Catlin's statement implied the value of understanding the interests of such an area, a basic concept of present-day National Park Service interpretive programs. Nathaniel P. Langford, early Yellowstone explorer and park advocate, expressed similar sentiments in a more forceful manner. In his account of the 1870 expedition to Yellowstone, he referred to the many wonders observed as "a new phase in the natural world; a fresh exhibition in the handiwork of the Great Architect; and while you see and wonder, you seem to need an additional sense, fully to comprehend and believe."2
The famous naturalist John Muir expressed similar thoughts in the same decade of the 1870s. While living and working in Yosemite Valley and the adjacent Sierra Nevada, he wrote: "I'll interpret the rocks, learn the language of flood, storm and the avalanche. I'll acquaint myself with the glaciers and wild gardens, and get as near the heart of the world as I can."3 So far as can be determined, his was the first use of the word interpret in this context.
EARLY INTERPRETIVE EFFORTS
Interpretation was a factor in some national parks, or areas later accorded that status, long before specifically designated National Park Service naturalists, archeologists, or historians existed -in fact before the National Park Service itself came into being. For example, The Yosemite GuideBook, by California State Geologist J. D. Whitney, was published in 1869 and designed to satisfy early public curiosity concerning the Yosemite Grant. Established in 1864, the Yosemite Grant was the first extensive area reserved for public recreation, and it was administered by the state of California until 1906." Publication in 1886 of In the Heart of the Sierras, by James Mason Hutchings, had a similar purpose. In 1855 Hutchings had been one of the first "tourists" to visit Yosemite Valley; later he resided in the valley and, from 1864 to 1884, operated one of the early hotels there. In addition to his deep interest in Yosemite, Hutchings was an astute innkeeper. He knew that travel to the area would increase and people would stay longer and return more often if the reasons for Yosemite's beauty were widely understood. His hotel would surely profit from such interest and understanding.5
Before the turn of the century, the educational values of a number of areas later incorporated into the national park system attracted well-known scientists. In 1891 Swedish archeologist Gustaf Nordenskiold made initial scientific studies and excavations of cliff dwellings in Mesa Verde. Vernon Bailey of the U. S. Biological Survey and his wife Florence Merriam Bailey undertook in 1895 a study of animal life in the area which later became Glacier National Park. Two years later a U. S. Biological Survey party under the leadership of Dr. C. Hart Merriam made the first investigation of animal life about Mount Rainier. In 1899 Professor Rollin D. Salisbury visited the Glacier area for field studies with a group of geology students from the University of Chicago.' This was the first of many university student groups that would study in various national parks during the following years.
During the era when a number of national parks were administered by the U. S. Army, several commanding officers who served as acting superintendents in both Yellowstone and Yosemite national parks showed interest in the educational value of those areas. Soldiers under the command of Lieutenant Moody, stationed in the Upper Geyser Basin of Yellowstone National Park, gave "cone talks" to park visitors as early as 1888, albeit with varied degrees of accuracy and success. In 1904 the annual report to the secretary of the interior by Major John Bigelow, acting superintendent of Yosemite National Park, noted that an arboretum and botanical garden had been established by Lieutenant Henry F. Pipes of the Medical Corps, including trails with labeled trees and other plants. These were the first nature trails. Major Bigelow also ex-I'll interpret the rocks, learn the language of flood, storm and the avalanche. I'll acquaint myself with the glaciers and wild gardens, and get as near the heart of the world as I can.
John Muir pressed hope that this arboretum would someday be supplemented by a museum and library.` The arboretum was later abandoned, though vestiges of it appeared for many years. It was located at Wawona, then headquarters of Yosemite National Park, which surrounded the state-controlled Yosemite Grant.
In 1905 Frank Pinkley, then custodian of Casa Grande ruin in Arizona (a protected area later designated a national monument), displayed archeological artifacts. This was in effect the first museum exhibit in a National Park Service area. Pinkley later served for many years as superintendent of the Southwestern National Monuments, a group of relatively small archeological areas administered for a time as one unit.9
In 1908 the noted archeologist J. W. Fewkes of the Smithsonian Institution initiated his study and excavations in Mesa Verde National Park, and, in the same year, duties of the first park rangers included guiding visitors to cliff dwellings and related points of interest in Mesa Verde. These early park rangers, local men familiar with the area, had no background in archeology; still, their efforts may be regarded as an early attempt to interpret national park interests. 10 From 1909 through 1916, paralleling growth of interest in the establishment of a bureau to coordinate the administration of the national parks then in existence, the federal government published a ,8Carl P. Russell, "The Place of the Museum in the Yosemite Educational Program," in Yosemite Ranger-Naturalist Manual, vol. 1 (1929) number of booklets concerning some of these areas." Furthermore, in 1912 Popular Science Monthly published an article titled "The National Parks from the Educational and Scientific Side," by Lawrence F. Schmeckebier, chief of publications for the Department of the Interior.12 Establishment of the National Park Service in 1916 was accompanied by publication of several books which enjoyed great popularity for years and which were revised and reissued many times. Publication of the initial deluxe edition of Robert Sterling Yard's National Parks Portfolio was financed by the railroads, and Yard's Glimpses of Our National Parks and a companion volume on national monuments were issued by the Government Printing Office. Additional booklets on individual national parks were published by 1920.13
MORE DIRECT INTERPRETIVE EFFORTS
As public interest in the national parks expanded, more direct, on-the-spot (though still informal and largely unstructured) interpretive activities de-"Annual Report of the Director of the National Park Service to the Secretary of the Interior for the Fiscal Year Ended June 30, 1917 (Washington: GPO, 1917 In some instances local interest in the natural history of national parks had grown to a point which demanded attention of scientifically oriented personnel. To satisfy this need, certain park administrators employed such people as park rangers. One of the first of these was J. B. Flett, a Tacoma biology teacher who was employed as a year-round park ranger in Mount Rainier National Park from 1913 to 1921. In Yosemite in 1915, Chief Ranger F. S. Townsley prepared and exhibited mounted birds and mammals in the Yosemite Ranger Station. In Mesa Verde National Park J. W. Fewkes began giving occasional talks on the area, as suggested by hotel operator Ollie Jeep.15 Several geological and biological surveys of national parks were also initiated during the second decade of the century. Included was an investigation of Yosemite's geology by F. E. Matthes and F. C. Calkins of the U. S. Geological Survey, initiated in 1913; the survey of vertebrate zoology of Yosemite by Drs. Joseph Grinnell and Tracy Storer 14Haines, The Yellowstone Story; Yellowstone National Park, "Educational Division Organization, Yellowstone National Park," 1928 (mimeo.); Proceedings of the National Park Conference, Yellowstone National Park, September 11-12, 1911 (Washington: GPO, 1912 this original log museum with the first unit of a more modern structure. Funds provided by Mrs. Leviston were supplemented by additional donations from John D. Rockefeller, Jr. Such generous support of the Mesa Verde museum program was due primarily to the interest and efforts of Superintendent and Mrs. Jesse Nusbaum, which also resulted in establishment of the park library. Construction of the new museum in Mesa Verde began in 1923; it was formally opened to the public in 1925 and additional units and related improvements were added in later years.
Parenthetically, a statement by R. B. Marshall, who served briefly as superintendent of national parks immediately preceding establishment of the National Park Service, is also significant in the agency's interpretive history. In his report to the secretary of the interior in 1916, he emphasized that national parks were "not designated solely for the purpose of supplying recreation grounds. The fostering of recreation purely as such," he wrote, "is more properly the function of city, county and State parks, and there should be a clear distinction between the character of such parks and national parks.... [National parks] possess an educational value that cannot be estimated."": After establishment of the National Park Service in 1916, the initial report of Director Stephen T. Mather further emphasized that "one of the chief functions of the national parks and monuments is to serve educational purposes."t
BEGINNING OF FORMAL INTERPRETIVE PROGRAMS
Thus, the stage was set for the organization of formal interpretive programs in National Park Service areas. Although a number of areas had inaugurated certain types of interpretive activities, it is generally conceded that formal, official National Park Service interpretive programs were initited concurently in Yellowstone and Yosemite in 1920. Interpretive programs in both parks included a variety of activities-nature-guided field trips, museums, regular natural history lectures, natural history bulletins (which evolved into "nature notes"), and related features.
In 1919, shortly after the end of Army administration of Yellowstone National Park, Horace M. Albright was given the dual resonsibility of being superintendent of Yellowstone and field assistant to Director Stephen T. Mather. As an associate and right-hand man of Mather in the organization of the National Park Service, Albright was well aware of the importance of visitor understanding and appreciation of the significant park features. He recognized that information on features of Yellowstone, then dispensed largely by various hotel employees, often left a great deal to be desired. He also became acquainted with Milton P. Skinner who had been associated with Yellowstone in various capacities for many years. Skinner first came to Yellowstone as a young college student employed by the Yellowstone Park Association; he became dedicated to the park, studied its flora, fauna, and hydrothermal features, and over many years voluntarily assisted visitors in gaining understanding and appreciation of the park. By 1910 he was an advocate of the establishment of a museum and educational service in Yellowstone. In 1919 Superintendent Albright appointed Skinner to the position of park ranger, thus placing his voluntary educational efforts on an official basis. Albright placed these interpretive efforts on an even firmer foundation in 1920 by naming Skinner park naturalist of Yellowstone. Milton P. Skinner was thus the first individual to be officially designated as park naturalist on a year-round basis in the National Park Service. Skinner began developing a park museum in the former Bachelor Officers' Quarters at park headquarters at Mammoth Hot Springs. This building, with greatly improved exhibits and related facilities, still serves that purpose. Early exhibits included specimens of mounted mammals prepared by Chief donations totaling $9,000, thus initiating a fund for the construction of a more adequate building, together with preparation of exhibits. As a result of his energy and dedication to interpretation, Ansel Interpretive efforts were also begun in Grand Canyon National Park in 1922 when an "information room," containing photos, natural history exhibits, and a reference library, was opened to the public. Funds for that development had been pro- In addition to changes in and expansion of National Park Service interpretive personnel, a number of other significant developments characterized the 1920s. In Mesa Verde, for example, interpretation got a boost at the highest administrative level when Jesse L. Nusbaum was named park superintendent in 1921. Nusbaum was an archeologist who had excavated in that area, and he immedi4tely revitalized interpretive activities which had typified the park since 1908, albeit in a somewhat disjointed and unprofessional manner. Nusbaum employed persons, usually students, with archeological backgrounds as seasonal park rangers to conduct visitors to the cliff dwellings. He also had a campfire circle constructed and initiated interpretive talks on the park as a regular feature during the summer seasons. J. W. Fewkes, who was still excavating in the park and who had occasionally given such talks in former years, often officiated, together with Superintendent Nusbaum, at these regular interpretive lectures. As noted earlier, the initial log museum was improved, and funds were raised for a more adequate structure during this same period.48
Two events of particular significance occurred in 1925. First, Dr. Harold C. Bryant established the Yosemite School of Field Natural History. This field school, designed as a training center for qualified individuals with varied scientific backgrounds, provided many early seasonal and year-round nat46Grand Canyon National Park Nature Notes, vol. 3, no. 8 (1929) , 1924-1928. 2) Walter Fry was associated with Sequoia National Park for many years-as park ranger, 1901-1910, chief park ranger, 1910-1914, *_ k. superintendent, 1914-1920, and commissioner, 1920-1941 Rainier as a seasonal park ranger and ranger-naturalist and contributed 'M2 t\ to the development of interpretation in that park.
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Courtesy of Richard Landes uralists with their introduction to interpretive skills. It continued in operation each summer, except during World War II, until 1953.49 Second, the Eighth National Park Conference was held October 1-5, 1925, in Mesa Verde National Park. It was a milestone in National Park Service interpretation. In addition to superintendents and other officials, Chief Naturalist Ansel F. Hall (who had a major hand in developing the agenda), together with park naturalists Carl P. Russell of Yosemite and Floyd Schmoe of Mount Rainier, attended. A major share of time at this meeting was devoted to discussing necessary improvements in interpretive efforts, and Director Mather's personal interest in these matters was underlined in several strong statements. He noted that the secretary of the interior insisted that the public be made fully aware of the educational value of the national parks. He also indicated his firm support for the educa- 1924; and Grand Canyon, 1926 . Nature notes were published during summer months in Zion, Crater Lake, and Rocky Mountain national parks, beginning in 1928, until year-round park naturalists were appointed to those parks. They also appeared during the summer and intermittently in Glacier National Park, beginning in 1929. During the 1930s a number of other national parks issued similar mimeographed publications.53 Nature notes from some of the national parks were well done; they were distributed free to schools, the press, and to individuals with special national park interests. In their day, nature notes served a useful purpose in informing the public of interpretive activities in the respective parks.
Museums increasingly played larger roles in national park interpretive programs. Public interest in the newly opened museums in Mesa Verde (1925) and Yosemite (1926) 
Mul11 L F NW~~~~~~~~~~~k quate museums in other parks. Director Mather emphasized in 1924 that, except for a small adobe structure at Casa Grande National Monument built for the nominal sum of $1,200, the federal government had not provided funds for national park museums. His annual report indicated official appreciation of private donations responsible for museums at Mesa Verde and Yosemite, but it also noted the inadequacy of museum facilities in most national parks.54 Despite his continued pleas for federal funds for park museums, they did not materialize until the 1930s. Private gifts helped in the meantime. For example, a grant from the Laura Spelman Rockefeller Memorial in 1926 allowed development of the Yavapi Observation Station-Museum in Grand Canyon National Park; it was completed in 1930.
In 1928 the same donor provided a third grant ($100,000 plus $6,000 for committee expenses) for development of a system of four focal-point museums in Yellowstone National Park (Old Faithful, Norris Geyser Basin, Madison Junction, and Fishing Bridge), together with improvement of the headquarters museum at Mammoth; that large project was completed in 1932. Lassen Volcanic National Park obtained the Loomis Memorial Museum, plus forty acres of land, by donation from Mr. and Mrs.
B. F. Loomis in 1929. That structure had been built by the Loomis family two years earlier. 55 Other national parks were left largely on their own, insofar as museums were concerned. Temporary museums were developed in such less-favored areas in whatever facilities were available, however makeshift and inadequate. Tents were used for museum purposes during summer months in Sequoia and other national parks. Sometimes displays were installed in park headquarters buildings, ranger stations, or community buildings. On completion of a new park administration building at Mount Rainier in 1928, the old dilapidated administration building (erected in 1916) was turned over to the park naturalist for use as a museum and naturalist headquarters instead of being demolished as originally planned.56 Its development as a museum, greatly improved in later years, was intended as a temporary expedient, but a half century later it is still serving museum purposes. The Park Service has designated it a historical structure and intends to retain it as an example of a pioneer museum. Some of the initial exhibits are still in existence. Continued public interest in its exhibits serves as a tional Park Service photographer. Many local professors, researchers, museum technicians, and others interested in interpretation attended the conference. It was a valuable forum for the exchange of ideas concerning interpretation, and many seeds sown in Berkeley germinated during the eleven years that elapsed before the Second Park Naturalist Conference.57
SIGNIFICANT EVENTS OF THE 1930s
The National Park Service interpretive program was greatly expanded and witnessed many organizational changes during the next decade. Even before the close of 1929, for example, additional year-round park naturalist positions were authorized for Mesa Verde, Zion-Bryce Canyon, Crater Lake, Rocky Mountain, Lassen Volcanic, and Hawaii national parks, as well as for Southwestern National Monuments. The first year-round park naturalists appointed to those areas were Paul Franke (Mesa Verde, 1929) 58Annual Reports for 1930 and 1931; Personal communi- cations to the author, Dorr G. Yeager, September 8, 1975; Mesa Verde National Park, March 11, 1976; Lassen Volcanic National Park, March 30, 1976; Clifford C. Presnall, July 28, 1976; Carl R. Swartzlow, August 20, 1976; Mrs. John E. Doerr, August 23, 1976. 59This is evidenced in part by the attendance list for the Second Park Naturalist Conference; see fn. 71. These motorized trips were popular interpretive features in areas where road systems made them feasible until increasing highway congestion forced their discontinuance. Yet another new device for educating the public concerning national parks interests was reflected in the exhibit at the Century of Progress Exposition in Chicago in 1933 and 1934. The exhibit consisted of a large diorama of Mount Rainier, featuring the Nisqually Glacier in actual ice (preparation supervised by Earl Trager, who had succeeded Wallace W. Atwood, Jr., as assistant to Dr. Bryant), together with several smaller dioramas of other national parks. These were prepared by selected park naturalists on temporary assignment to Field Naturalist Headquarters in Berkeley during the winter of 1932. The Chicago exhibit was an experiment in taking the parks to the people.63
The radio was another educational medium. In 1938 H. Raymond Gregg, park naturalist of Rocky Mountain National Park, initiated a children's nature-education radio program. The program originated at radio station KOA in Denver and was broadcast on the NBC Red Network through the summer of 1942 under the title "Nature Sketches." It attracted wide public interest.64 63Personal recollection.
Many national parks also formed natural history or museum associations by the end of the 1930s, following the example set by Yosemite in 1921. The legality of these associations came into question in 1936, but they were cleared when an official investigation revealed the great value of these nonprofit organizations to National Park Service interpretive programs. The Interior Department Appropriation Act for fiscal year 1937 (approved in June 1936) thus contained a special provision legalizing the operation of these associations. 65 Development of the National Park Service museum program was of special significance during the 1930s; that decade included the first major examples of federal funding of museum construction in national parks. In May 1930, for example, Congress approved funds for construction of the Sinnott Memorial in Crater Lake National Park to honor the late Nicholas J. Sinnott, congressman from Oregon. The memorial, a stone museum-observatory, was constructed on the rim of Crater Lake in the following year. The Carnegie Foundation provided funds for exhibits and equipment. Similarly, an information station-museum was completed in 1931 near the headquarters of Rocky Mountain National Park through Park Service appropriation, together with private funds for exhibits66
Most museum development during the 1930s, however, came about as a result of funds and efforts provided by various emergency agencies created to alleviate severe economic conditions during the Great Depression. Agencies such as the Public Works Administration, Civilian Conservation Corps, Works Progress Administration, and National Youth Administration were of particular importance. Many National Park Service areas heretofore lacking museums acquired such facilities; in other areas existing museums were improved or enlarged.67 In some cases completion of certain projects resulted in aftereffects beneficial to interpretation. For instance, in the Ohanapecosh section of Mount Rainier National Park, dismantling of a CCC camp upon completion of a campground project in 1939 provided salvageable lumber and other building materials which the CCC utilized in constructing a temporary museum there. and activities, often ignored by visitors in earlier, more affluent times, became more highly regarded. Accordingly, interpretive personnel, both seasonal and year-round, was greatly expanded by the end of the decade, and interpretation was more generally recognized as an important aspect of National Park Service administration. Many employees of various emergency agencies were highly qualified specialists who might not have been attracted to the National Park Service in more normal times; some continued their careers in the Park Service after the Depression. It was during the latter part of this period, moreover, that the word interpretation was officially recognized as being more descriptive of the work of park naturalists, archeologists, and historians than was educational, naturalist, or nature guide department. 1929 with those of the Second Park Naturalist Conference, held November 13-17, 1940 , at Grand Canyon National Park. Attendance at the second conference included Dr. Carl P. Russell, supervisor of the Branch of Research and Interpretation; Howard E. Rothrock, assistant chief of the Naturalist Division; Ned J. Burns and Dorr G. Yeager, respectively chief and assistant chief of the Museum Division; and twenty-seven naturalists of various grades representing most of the major natural areas administered by the National Park Service.7' Visitors during the conference, including Park Service administrators and representatives from other departments, also contributed to the (liscussions. The proceedings bear witness to the enlarged programs and growing commitment to interpretation that materialized during the 1930s.
During the World War II years, interpretive services, like all other National Park Service activities, were greatly curtailed and in some areas completely eliminated. Many individuals of the interpretive staff, both seasonal and year-round, served in various branches of the armed forces. But with the cessation of hostilities in 1945, National Park Service interpretive activities were soon reactivated and expanded.
Today visitors to National Park Service areas are well aware of the value of available interpretive services. They recognize that such services aid in understending the significant park attractions and, thus, enhance the enjoyment and lasting value of park visits. Displays and exhibits in museums and visitor centers, guided trips afield, self-guiding nature trails, illustrated programs and evening campfire talks, and many relevant publications are 7DNational Park Service, "Proceedings of the Second eagerly sought out. All National Park Service personnel are involved in this effort in varying degrees -not simply those specifically charged with such responsibilities. Interpretation is now generally recognized as a fundamental factor in National Park Service administration and protection. In fact, the Park Service interpretive program has become so successful and of such generally recognized public interest that it has been widely copied by other federal, state, county, municipal, and even private agencies which administer lands of recreational value. Interpretation has also been introduced in many national parks and equivalent reserves throughout the world.72 COMPARISONS: YESTERDAY AND TODAY Many problems of National Park Service interpreters today stem from too much, rather than too little, public interest. But such was not the case during the formative years of interpretive development. Despite support from the upper echelons of the Park Service, interpretive activities during the early days grew slowly, often to the frustration of many individuals involved at the grass roots level. Facilities and equipment were extremely limited in many national parks-in some cases completely lacking. Working hours were long, and duties often included many time-consuming tasks little related to the primary objectives of interpretation. There were few, if any, readily available sources which provided solutions to problems or guidance in procedure. No college or university offered courses designed particularly for such tasks. Few highly qualified students recognized opportunities in the National Park Service; if they did, they rarely considered year-round appointment as a park naturalist a proper outlet for their hard-won expertise. Park naturalists learned largely by trial and error. Consequently, early interpretive developments were largely rudimentary and often inadequate and disappointing. They were frequently based upon inadequate or fragmented research, hampered by lack of unified objectives or planning, and retarded by minimal financial support other than that which could be generated from private sources. In some instances park naturalists even lacked the full recognition and respect of local administrative personnel, for at that time interest in natural history was often associated with qualities lacking in "hemen." So it is not often recognized that, in large measure, gradual improvement of the National Park persisted, often at personal expense and at sacrifice of personal time, despite criticism and even ridicule.
Science had not gained the status typical of recent years, and early Park Service naturalists were often considered to be impractical "scientists."
Conversely, true scientists of that time, though respecting the zeal and dedication of park naturalists, were well aware of their limited scientific backgrounds. So, in a sense, early National Park Service naturalists were neither fish nor fowl. They often lacked the respect of coworkers and had limited status in the true scientific community. Not uncommonly they were referred to by their associates as "nature fakers," "posy pickers," or "Sunday supplement scientists."
In its initial stages the National Park Service interpretive program even lacked a distinctive name truly descriptive of its primary objective. For many years it was officially referred to as the educational, nature-guide, or naturalist department. The designation interpretation, though noted early by some individuals and alluded to at the First Park Naturalist Conference in 1929, did not come into general use until the late 1930s. Even at a meeting of the National Parks Educational Advisory Board in 1930, where selection of a distinctive name was considered, the term interpretation was overlooked.
Present-day interpreters have opportunities to become far better prepared for their responsibilities than did their pioneer predecessors. Many institutions of higher learning now offer curricula tailored to their needs. They have the advantages of a wealth of source material, adequate financial support, better equipment and facilities, and larger, more experienced staffs. They also have in-service training programs and can benefit from the experience of those who laid the foundations of their chosen field. Most importantly, their work is accorded a greater degree of recognition and support, for few question the value of interpretation as an important aspect of National Park Service administration. And, today especially, their status is supported by broad public interest in ecology and awareness of the need for environmental protection. But today's interpreters, though favored by many advantages which might be envied by their pioneer counterparts, have problems too-though of a much different nature. The higher regard accorded interpreters has resulted in intense competition among highly qualified candidates for the still relatively few job openings. Moreover, the work of interpreters is now more highly regimented and more tightly bound by red tape. It is also subject to greater exterior control and is more highly compartmentalized. This greatly reduces the degree of personal participation in the total effort and thus limits the degree of personal satisfaction in having a part in all aspects of the job. Or, at least, so it seems to this old-timer.O
